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Letter - S8. California Health and Human Services
Agency Department of Health Services. Signatory

- Michelle M. Brown. 

Response to Comment S8-1
Comment noted.
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Letter - S9. California Department of Food and
Drug. Signatory - Steve  Shaffer. 

Response to Comment S9-1
Comment noted. Responses to the specific comments made in your
letter regarding these issues are provided.

Response to Comment S9-2
Refer to Table S9-2 for data on Imperial County crop acreage as a
percentage of California totals for the year 2000.

The quantity and priority of water rights held by IID are discussed in
Chapter 1, Section 1.4.3, of the Draft EIR/EIS. The socioeconomic
impacts of the Project, assuming the maximum amount of affected
acreage, are presented in Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR/EIS.

The specific conservation methods to be implemented under the
Proposed Project have not been determined. As noted in the Draft
EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.3.1, the conservation program could include a
potentially broad and varying range of conservation measures to
provide maximum flexibility to the IID Board to adopt the program to
changing circumstances, methods, and participants over the lengthy
Project term. From the standpoint of socioeconomic impact estimation,
the important factor is the total reduction in planted and harvested
acreage, and the location where the reduction occurs within the IID
water service area is not relevant. (Impacts to agriculture as a result of
non-rotational fallowing may vary depending upon the status of fallowed
land as Prime Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance. These
impacts are described in the Agriculture Resources section of the Draft
EIR/EIS, Section 3.5.) For modeling purposes, it was assumed that if
fallowing is implemented, there would be reductions in the harvested
acreage of the full complement of non-permanent crops historically
grown. Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics Crop Type
Assumptions for Socioeconomic Analysis of Fallowing in Section 9 of
this Final EIR/EIS for additional information on this assumption. The
socioeconomic impacts of fallowing different crop groups are also
presented in this Master Response.

From an agricultural resource viewpoint, the worst-case impact would
be from non-rotational fallowing, which could result in significant,
adverse impacts to agricultural resources as described in Section 3.5 of
the Draft EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment S9-2 (continued)

Table S9-2
Imperial County Acreage as Percentage of State Total Acreage by Crop Type

Imperial County State Total Imperial County as 
Crop Name                            Acreage                          Acreage                 Percentage of State Total
Asparagus Unspecified 5,575 33,121 17
Broccoli Fresh Market 11,349 89,415 13
Cabbage Head 908 9,971 9
Carrots Fresh Market 7,420 9,986 74
Carrots Processing 11,130 13,574 82
Cauliflower Fresh Market 3,943 29,580 13
Corn Sweet All 5,921 25,676 23
Cotton Lint Unspecified 9,295 108,696 9
Cottonseed 9,295 23,306 40
Dates 1,013 6,508 16
Field Crops Seed Misc. 932 25,072 4
Field Crops Unspecified 13,799 185,582 7
Fruits and Nuts Unspecified 519 37,479 1
Grapefruit All 951 15,476 6
Hay Alfalfa 182,451 1,352,068 13
Hay Other Unspecified 42,059 205,552 20
Hay Sudan 55,045 77,540 71
Lemons All 2,605 50,256 5
Lettuce Head 14,766 122,787 12
Lettuce Leaf 7,688 75,910 10
Melons Cantaloupe 12,421 58,117 21
Melons Honeydew 2,293 16,670 14
Melons Watermelon 1,254 11,658 11
Onions 10,962 46,445 24
Oranges Valencia 515 71,235 1
Pasture Irrigated 144,500 1,035,161 14
Potatoes Irish All 2,109 42,062 5
Salad Greens Nec. 616 8,304 7
Seed Alfalfa 26,462 60,641 44
Seed Bermuda Grass 29,383 30,498 96
Seed Other (No Flowers) 20,975 29,046 72
Seed Veg and Vinecrop 3,812 31,913 12
Sugar Beets 31,475 97,974 32
Tangerines & Mandarins 356 6,399 6
Tomatoes Fresh Market 547 38,650 1
Tomatoes Processing 316 297,631 0
Vegetables Unspecified 4,332 136,532 3
Wheat All                                       55,504                           577,624                       10             

Source: California County Agricultural Commissioners Data, Year 2000
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Response to Comment S9-3
The impacts of the Proposed Project and alternatives on agricultural
resources, including the potential conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural use, are described in Section 3.5 of the Draft EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment S9-4
Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality−−Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan, Air Quality−−Air Quality Issues
Associated with Fallowing, and Biological Resources−−Approach to
Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 9 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment S9-5
The sole source of water to the IID water service area is the diversion of
Colorado River water at Imperial Dam. Groundwater within the IID
water service area has TDS concentrations ranging from 2,500 mg/L to
over 15,000 mg/L (Montgomery Watson 1995). In general, water with
TDS concentrations above 1,000 mg/L are unsuitable for either
domestic or agricultural uses. 

As described in Section 1.4.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS, IID holds legal title
to all water rights in trust for landowners within the IID water service
area. Neither the IID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement nor the QSA will
result in any transfer or termination of IID's historic entitlement to
Colorado River water. These agreements provide for the long-term
transfer of the use of specific amounts of water, not the water right or
entitlement, to SDCWA, CVWD, and/or MWD. After expiration or
termination of the term of each transfer, the right to use the water will
revert to IID. These agreements also include a contractual forbearance
by IID of total annual Priority 3 diversions at 3.1 MAFY, subject to
certain adjustments and the availability of the IOP for payback of
inadvertent exceedances. This aggregate Priority 3 limit includes the
amount of conserved water transferred by IID to SDCWA, CVWD,
and/or MWD. This contractual limit terminates upon expiration or
termination of the agreements. The water transfers included in the
Proposed Project are charged against IID's Priority 3 Colorado River
water entitlement, although water applied pursuant to the QSA to
Miscellaneous and federal PPRs (an amount of 11.5 KAFY) can be
charged, at IID's option, to its Priority 6, 7, or 3 right, as available.
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Response to Comment S9-6
It is not anticipated that fallowing associated with the Proposed Project
or alternatives would impact the viability of agricultural support
industries to the extent that they would not be able to continue servicing
the remaining agricultural operations or that it would adversely impact
the profitability of the remaining agricultural operations.

Response to Comment S9-7
In response to your comment regarding growth inducement in San
Diego, please refer to the Master Response on Other Growth
Inducement Analysis in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS for a discussion
of the potential growth inducement impacts in the SDCWA service area.
The Proposed Project would not provide new water for new
development in the San Diego region, but would only secure more
reliable water supplies for existing customer demand. In addition, the
Proposed Project does not involve construction of any new SDCWA
facilities and no new water pipelines or aqueducts are proposed. The
water transferred from IID would be transported via the existing MWD
Colorado River Aqueduct and other existing transmission facilities. No
new delivery systems are proposed that would provide water to
currently undeveloped lands.

In response to the comment regarding agricultural land conversion in
the Imperial Valley, the IID/SDCWA transfer is intended to allow IID
farmers to irrigate the same amount of land with less water through
efficiency improvements. In other words, payments from urban partners
would be used to implement system and on-farm conservation
measures within the District, thus developing the water for transfer
while at the same time increasing overall water use efficiencies. Under
such a conservation approach, land values would either be unaffected
by "the Project's diversion of agricultural water supply" or would
potentially increase due to the value of the conservation improvements.

Under a fallowing type of transfer program, the water supply to and the
values of lands not fallowed would either not be affected by the Project
or would potentially increase in value if a fallowing program reduced the
overall supply of available farmland. The impact to the value of lands
included in a fallowing program would depend on the type of fallowing 
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Response to Comment S9-7 (continued)

program implemented: either rotational, long-term, or permanent. For a detailed discussion of the impacts on property values, please refer to the Master Response on
Socioeconomics Property Values and Fiscal Impact Estimates (particularly the discussion of impacts on agricultural land values within the IID water service area) in Section 9 of this
Final EIR/EIS.

In general, Imperial County has the lowest per capita income of any county in California, and consistently has one of the highest unemployment rates of any county in California. Local
economic development agencies are actively seeking to broaden the County's economic base to include other industries in addition to agriculture. Since Imperial County's urban
population centers are all within the IID water service area, and since the IID water service area has no developable raw land left, municipal and industrial growth will inevitably displace
some agricultural acreage, regardless of this Project. This Project will neither hasten nor slow the conversion of agricultural farmland beyond that which would occur absent the
Quantification Settlement Agreement or any of its component transfers.

In response to your comment regarding agricultural land conversion in San Diego, the IID/SDCWA water transfer will only replace imported water supplies that SDCWA has relied upon
in the past from MWD, and will not create additional water supplies. The SDCWA 2000 Urban Water Management Plan indicates that the need for additional future water supplies will be
diminished by ongoing and future conservation efforts, and additional water will be developed mainly from local sources (i.e., recycling, groundwater development, and desalination). No
discussion is made of agricultural land conversion to provide additional future water supplies in the San Diego region.

Response to Comment S9-8
The Draft EIR/EIS notes that approximately 20,000 acres are fallowed on a rotational basis each year in the Imperial Valley without the Project. In the entire state of California, between
1996 and 1998, almost 100,000 acres of land categorized as Prime Farmland were converted to other land use categories (including other farmland classes). Almost 87,000 acres of
land were converted to urban and built-up use from other land use categories over the same period. Of this total, just over 27,000 acres were converted from irrigated farmland. The
largest share of this conversion occurred in the San Joaquin Valley region (49 percent), followed by the southern California region (27 percent), the Central Coast region (8 percent),
and the San Francisco Bay region (8 percent). It is likely that this pattern will continue.

Chapter 5 of the Draft EIR/EIS recognizes that the Proposed Project, if implemented in conjunction with the projects considered in the cumulative impact analysis, may have a combined
cumulative impact on the amount of agricultural land in Imperial County and in California in general. Unless non-rotational fallowing (i.e., fallowing for more than 4 years) is not employed
as a conservation measure under the Proposed Project, this impact will remain cumulatively considerable.
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Response to Comment S9-9
Many of the measures proposed in the comment are already included in
the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 3.7, Air Quality, under Mitigation Measure
AQ-3. 

As described in the Draft EIR/EIS, depending on the eventual
implementation of the water conservation program, there could either
be beneficial or adverse impacts to the regional economy. If water is
conserved using on-farm and water delivery system improvements, it is
anticipated that there would be beneficial effects to regional
employment; therefore, there would not be any adverse effects to
mitigate. If fallowing is used to conserve all or a portion of the water to
be transferred, there would be adverse effects to the regional economy
and farm workers as identified in the Draft EIR/EIS. 

The IID Board will consider whether to implement socioeconomic
mitigation measures when it considers whether to approve the
Proposed Project or an alternative to the Proposed Project.



10-178

Letter - S9
Page 5

Response to Comment S9-10
The potential range of impacts to agricultural land resources and
associated mitigation measures are presented in Section 3.5,
Agricultural Resources, in the Draft EIR/EIS. Changes to the text are
indicated in Section 3.5 of this Final EIR/EIS. 
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Letter - S10. California US Department of Parks
and Recreation The Resources Agency. Signatory

- David H. Van Cleve. 

Response to Comment S10-1
Comment noted.

Response to Comment S10-2
Refer to the Master Response on Other Relationship Between the
Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in Section 9
of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment S10-3
In the absence of the Proposed Project, the salinity of the Salton Sea is
projected to continue to increase, with consequent changes in the
ecological dynamics of the sea. Water conservation and transfer under
the Proposed Project would accelerate the occurrence of these
changes but would not result in different effects than would ultimately
occur in the absence of the Proposed Project. Implementation of the
HCP component of the Proposed Project (see Appendix C to the
present document) would avoid or mitigate the effects to biological
resources of the Salton Sea that are specifically attributable to water
conservation and transfer.
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Response to Comment S10-4
Please refer to the Master Response on Biology Approach to Salton
Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.
Implementation of this approach will avoid impacts to the sport fishery
and birdwatching activities which were previously attributed to the
Proposed Project.

Response to Comment S10-5
Please refer to the Master Response on Biology Approach to Salton
Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.
Implementation of this approach will maintain the elevation at Baseline
levels until the year 2030. Subsequently, the elevation of the Sea would
decline with continued implementation of the Proposed Project.
Stranding of recreation facilities due to elevation declines attributed to
the Project would be mitigated by IID as described in Section 3.6 of the
Draft EIR/EIS (Mitigation Measures R-7 and R-10) and paraphrased
here:

Boat launching and camping facilities and access to them must be
relocated as the Sea declines to provide ongoing boat launching and
camping opportunities. The relocation of these facilities may be
temporary and ongoing until the Sea reaches its minimum and stable
elevation (approximately -240 msl), at which point permanent facilities
must be provided.

Note that with implementation of the Conservation Strategy of the
Salton Sea, the reduction in size of the Sea is limited to approximately
16,000 acres or 25 square miles - one-quarter of what was previously
anticipated under the worst case scenario for the Proposed Project as
described in the Draft EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment S10-6
Comment noted. Responses to the specific comments made in your
letter regarding these issues are provided.
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Response to Comment S10-7
A shrinking Salton Sea could result in exposure (and possible looting) of archaeological sites. However, it is believed that more than 80 years of silty water inflows to the Sea will have
deposited a thin layer of silt on top of the existing archaeological sites, possibly making their detection (by looters) less likely. Implementation of the Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy (see Master Response on Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS) would offset this potential cultural resources
impact until Year 2030. In addition, Section 3.8, Cultural Resources, in the Draft EIR/EIS considers impacts to cultural resources from exposure of Salton Sea shoreline to be potentially
significant. However, the mitigation measures included in the EIR/EIS have been designed to provide assurances in the event that if cultural resources are encountered during the
Project term, they will be handled appropriately. With implementation of these mitigation measures, potential impacts to cultural resources are considered less than significant.

Response to Comment S10-8
Refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality−−Salton Sea Air Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan and Air Quality−− Health Effects Associated with Dust Emissions in Section 9 of
this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment S10-9
With the implementation of the Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy, the elevation of the Salton Sea would not begin to decline until some time after 2030, and the ultimate
elevation of the Sea under the Proposed Project in the year 2075 would be about -240 ft msl, reducing the surface area of the Sea by about 16,000 acres (about 25 sq miles). Aesthetic
impacts at this elevation are reasonably represented by the visual simulations in the Draft EIR/EIS shown for Alternative 4 (which had a projected Sea elevation of -241 ft msl). These
aesthetic impacts are still considered to be less than significant.

Response to Comment S10-10
The Draft EIR/EIS on the Water Conservation and Transfer Project does not consider the construction of any additional conveyance system. Alternatives that considered additional
conveyance systems were considered, but eliminated as described in Appendix D of the Draft EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment S10-11
Comment noted.
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